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. WaEN Mr. Copley was appointed Governor in the Year 1691, there was afRoyal Order, that ‘

One Shilling of the Duty of Two Shilliggs thould be paid to Lord Baltizsere, as a Compe nfation

for recciving his Quit-Rents and Alicnation Fines in Tobacco; and that in as much as his Lord-

thip was deprived of his Office of Hereditary Governor, and the other Moicty was confidesed as -

given to him in that Capacity, the other Shilling fhould be paid to Mr. Gopley, this being annexed

to, and pafling with the Office of Governor. ’

Our of this Shilling Mr. C'oﬁflq was fupported till the A& of 1692 p\aﬁ'cd ¢ for Settlement of
ajefty’s Governor.” Inhis Speech to the Affembly, be therefore
afked for a further Supply. )

I8 BarTiMorE had claimed the Fines and Forfeitures ; but on the Report of Sir Thomas
Trever he was deprived of them, becaufe he was chtitled to them in his Capacity of Governar,
and not of Proprietary. :

You now perceive that Lord Baltimore was entitled to the Tonnage as a Part of his 4&3&, and
not in his Capacity of Governor: The Words of the Report, and of the Order made upoh it,
are precifely to this Purpofe; and it appears from what I have fubjoined, that the DifhinQion
was taken between thofe Revenues that belonged to him as Governor, and thofe that were his Due
in his private Capacity.

AFTER what has been faid, you muft be fatisfied, that a Revival at this Time of the Difpute,
Whether Lord Baltimore is entitled to the Tonnage, as a Port Duty, or a Fort Duty, can anfwer
no good Purpofe ; But this is not the only Objection to his Lordfhip’s Claim to the Tonnage;
for it has been fuggefted that the A&t of 1661 under which his Lordfhip derives his Title to it,
was Repealed in the Year 1704.

A REeciTAL of the Aﬁ of 1704 will fhew you that there is as.little Foundatipn for this as
for the other Objeion : It is entitled ¢ An Aét for repealing all former A&s of Afembly here-
<« tofore made, faving what are excepted hereby, and ena@s, that all and every A& and A&s of
¢ Affembly of this Province, made or enated at any Time before the Seffion of Aflembly begun
<¢ and held at the Port of Annapolis, the Twenty-fixth Day of April, 1704, except the A& for
«¢ Religious Worthip, and except the A& relative to Annapolis, and which are not Revived, Sas
¢ yed, and cnacted this prefent Seffion of Aflembly, be, and are hereby repealed and made void.”

Hab the Aé ftopped here, there would have been fome Foundation for the ObjeQion; and it
would feem, from the Manner of making it, that they who have ftarted the Obje&ion, did not,
in Fa&, read any more of the Repealing A&, than the above Claufe.

THe A& however proceeds in the following Words : ¢ Saving always to all and every Perfon
¢ or Perfons whatfoever, what was, and is his, and their Rights and enefits, which he or they
< had by the former Acts of Affembly, any Thing in this prefent A& to the contrary notwiths
¢ ftanding.” .

. L
Ir the Words of the Seuing were in the leaft doubtful, it might be obferved, that tho’ Lord
Baltimere was not reftored to the Government ’till the Year 1716, yet the Tonnage was always
received by him to his own Ufe, without the lcaft Complaint ’till the Year 1739, when a Doubt
was cxpreiled by fome Perfons, whether he was entitled to it. However, the Matter feemed then
to be given up, and his Lordfhip has always continued to receive it to this Time ; but the Quef-
tion has been revived in this prefent Year.

It is alfo obfervable, that in the Year 1733, the Senfe of the Legiflature was clearly
fhewn by excepting his Lordfhip’s "Tonnage out of the Paper-Money A&, and leaving it to be
paid in Sterling, as it was before. . -

I prEsUME that full Satisfaction has been given you in refpect of his Lordfhip’s Right to the
Tonnage.

THE Recitals of the perpetual or indefinite A& of 1692, ¢ for fettling an annual Revenue on
< their Majefty’s Governor,” having moft feverely refleéted on the Condu& of Lord Baltimere,
and this Aét having, with its Recitals, been re-enacted in the Yecar 1904, and given Rife to much
popular Odium, and a greater Degree of Jealoufy than is neceffary to guard againft Encroach-
ments ; and few Men being inquifitive enough to make the Refearches neceflary to afcertain on
what Foundation thofe fevere Accufations were built, it becomes proper to fhewsupon what Prin-
cipics the Atfembly of 1692 proceeded, before I cnter upon the &mﬂion, whether his Lordfhip

is entitled to the T'welve Pence per Hogthead.
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